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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
5/15/2007 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

2. The amendment filed on 3/16/2007 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 3/16/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive because the claims are broader than argued since the claims cover any 
parameter including the parameters that selects textures such as the parameter that 
selects brick wall texture 50 and the parameter that selects paint texture 50, see Lauzon 
at column 4 lines 50-58, or including the parameters that selects the texture map, see 
Lathrop mip map selection 28. Applicant needs to clarify in the claim the claimed 
parameters. Therefore, the previous rejection could be maintained, however, in view of 
indefinite issues the art rejection will be reserved for later consideration when the claims 
have been clarified by appropriate claim amendments. 
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Specification 

4. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for 
the claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01 (o). Correction 
of the following is required: The limitation found in claims 6, 12, and 16 "a surface 
normal vector" is not found in the specification, refer to applicants specification at page 
12 last line to page 13 line 4. Applicant may be able to add "a surface normal vector" to 
the list of per-primitive parameters listed at page 12 last line to page 13 line 4. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1: 

The parameters included in the claim that defines a pixel value is unclear since a 
value that selects a texture is a parameter that defines a pixel. Applicant needs to 
clarify in the claim the claimed parameter. 

The substituting step claims "in place of a values produced from an algorithm" is 
unclear since the texture value is being substituted for a value that is used in the lighting 
equation rather than a result of the lighting equation. Additionally this step is unclear 
because it claims to use one "texture value" for "selected parameters" while the 
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specification describes a texture value for each selected parameter. Applicant needs to 
clarify in the claim the claimed substitution. 

The determining a texture value step is unclear since in its second line "the 
texture value for selected parameters" is claimed which is unclear since each parameter 
has a corresponding texture value. 

Thus, the metes and bounds of the claim is unclear. 

Claim 8: 

At line 2 this claim refers to a method but does not identify the method when the 
claim claims "the method of further". 
Claim 9: 

This claim is unclear since the lighting equation is not being used to determine 
the pixel value of parent claim 1 . 
Claims 2-9: 

The dependent claims of claim 1 do not correct the indefinite issues of claim 1. 
Claim 10: 

The parameters included in the claim that defines a pixel value is unclear since a 
value that selects a texture is a parameter that defines a pixel. Applicant needs to 
clarify in the claim the claimed parameter. 

At line 6 "a" does not clearly describe "selected parameters" as singular or plural. 
At lines 6-7 a "selected parameter" is claimed to correspond to "set of selected texture 
maps", however, one selected parameter would only correspond to one texture map. 
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map. Applicant needs to clarify in the claim the number of selected parameters and the 
number of corresponding texture maps. 

Thus, the metes and bounds of the claim is unclear. 

Claim 14: 

This claim is unclear since the lighting equation is not being used to determine 
the pixel value of parent claim 10. 
Claims 11-14: 

The dependent claims of claim 10 do not correct the indefinite issues of claim 10. 
Claim 15: 

This claim is a means plus function version of method claim 1. 

The parameters included in the claim that defines a pixel value is unclear since a 
value that selects a texture is a parameter that defines a pixel. Applicant needs to 
clarify in the claim the claimed parameter. 

At line 13 this claim does not clearly claim a means. This substituting step claims 
"in place of a values produced from an algorithm" is unclear since the texture value is 
being substituted for a value that is used in the lighting equation rather than a result of 
the lighting equation. Additionally this step is unclear because it claims to use one 
"texture value" for "selected parameters" while the specification describes a texture 
value for each selected parameter. Applicant needs to clarify in the claim the claimed 
substitution. 
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The means for determining a texture value is unclear since in its second line "the 
texture value for selected parameters" is claimed which is unclear since each parameter 
has a corresponding texture value. 

Thus, the metes and bounds of the claim is unclear. 

Claim 18: 

This claim is unclear since the lighting equation is not being used to determine 
the pixel value of parent claim 1 5. 
Claims 16-20: 

The dependent claims of claim 15 do not correct the indefinite issues of claim 15. 

7. A proper prior art analysis of the claims cannot be made because the metes and 
bounds of the claims are not definite and because the specification does not clarify the 
claims. Thus, a prior art rejection or an indication of allowability cannot be made with 
the currently pending claims. In re Steele, 305 F.2d 859,134 USPQ 292 (CCPA 1962) 
(it is improper to rely on speculative assumptions regarding the meaning of a claim and 
then base a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103 on these assumptions). 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Peercy et al, US Patent No., 5,880,736, teaches at column 13 lines 23-40 and at 
column 23 lines 20-36 using a texture map to obtain the N values for use in a lighting 
equation. 
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9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeffery A Brier whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7656. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 7:30 to 4:00. If attempts to 
reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Michael 
Razavi, can be reached at (571) 272-7664. The fax phone Number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/Jeffery A. Brier/ 

Primary Examiner, Division 2628 



